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May  13 ,  1985

CERTIF IED RETURN RECEIPT  REQUESTED
P 4A:l 457 678

Mr .  Wende l l  Owen
9o -0p  M in ing  Company
P .  0 .  Box  LZ45
Hun t i ng ton ,  U tah  g45?g

Dear  Mr .  Owen :

RE: Proposed  Assessmentfo r  S ta te  V io la t ions Nors . N84 -4-L3-7
Co un

, . ^ . I ! "_Yngers ignec!  f "ug ggg l  appo in ted by  the goard o f  Oi t ,  cas  andMrnlng as the Assessment  o f f ice iS for  ass i :ss ing penar t le i  u io" ruMc/sMo 845.LL_845. I7 .  
- - -  ' - -  - -

Enc losed is  the proposed c iv i l  penal ty  a3sessment  for  the iUou"  
'

re ferenced v io la t lon.  tn is  v io f i l ibn- 'w i "  issued by Div is lonrnspector,s Davicj  Lor on o"t"EEi- i+l"r i ia true1_+_r3_rj , - in i"x"n . , /l lyatt  on Ausust 7. res4 (484:t : i - i i l  - i i r"  
uMc/sMc 845'.2 et seq. nasDeen u t i l i zed  to  fo rmula te ,  the  p"o io . "J -p  

"na l ty  
.  By  these ru l .es ,any  Yr i t ten  in fo rmat ion ,  wh ich  ias '  subm: . t ted  by  you or  ygur  agent

: i : !+!  i?-days of recei i t  oi- 'dr, i "-ni i i i !  or v iotat ion, has beenconsrdereo in  de termin ing  the  rac t i  
-  
sur round ing  tne  u io r ia i 'on  

"nothe  amount  o f  pena l_ ty .

l l i th in  f i f teen  { } l ]  oaVs.  a f te r  rece ip t  o f  th is  p ropc ised
: : : : : : I : l l ,  you or your asint  may r i ie- i 'wr i t ten-ref iu i l t - io"  anassessment  conference_to iev iew ine-p iopo""O penai t i .  

- - inOO"" . "  

"
request  for  a  conference to  Ms.  Jan bro in ,  a t  the auove aooiJ ls l )r f_no.  r imery_request  is -miJe, - i r i - i " i i i l " " t  data wi t r  be rev iewedanct  the pena l ty  w i I I -oe reassessed,  1 f  necessary ,  fo r  a  f ina l izedassessment '  Facts  wi r r .  be cons ide ieo ro"  the f inar  assessment  nh ichwere not  ava i rabre  on. the oate  o i - inJ  p ioposed 

" ; ; ;sa ; ; ; i ; " 'oue 
tothe length  o f  the aoatemeni - i l . i io . " ' r f , i s  assessment  does notcons t i t u t e  a  l eques t  r o r  pavhen t . - '  

u ' e "L  uus '  r r r '  
-



SUMI" IARY OF PROPOSED ASSESSI . IENT OF PENALTIES

755 l {es t  Nor th  remp le  i  r r i ac i  cen te r  su i te  7 jo
SaI t  Lake  C i ty  rU tah  84180-12O3

B0I -538-5740

C0MPAI ' IY  l t l INE  Co-Op /Bear  Creek PERMIT  I I  ACT /OL5 /A25

V IOUATION AMOUNT

N84-  4 -L7 -L

i0F 3
l i1. ' ' 2- UFT-

v0F

c84-7 - l - I

l 0F I

zAO
T

t80

000

TOTAL  ASSESSED F INE $4 650
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I .

l o f j

violations which are not pending or vacated,
year of today I s date?

EFFECTIVE ONE YEAR DATE 5-11-84

A. lrre there previous
which fali within I

ASSESS}4E i{T DATE 5-i0-85

PREVICil.JS VIOLATIONS EFF. DATE PTS
N84-7-t-1 LL-23-84 1
ffi -;5;65-
vbz-2-L-4, ltt 6-29-gt+ 5- l  u -

c8t-5-3-L

PROBATILiTY
None
InsiEnificant

- Unlikely
LiKeiy
Occurred

PROVIDE AN EXPLANATION

Page

WORKSFIEET FOR ASSESSMENT OF PENALTIES
UTAH DIVISION OF OIL, GAS AND MINIhJG

COI,|PANY/MINE Co-lp/ tsear Creek Nov ll N84-4-11-l

PrRr4rT # ACT/015 /O25 VIOLATION } OF 7

HISTORY MAX 25 PTS

PREVIOUS VIOLATIONS EFF.DATE PTS

penFins 
--f

-I 
pofi*oFEEch p

5 points for each past violation in a C0, up to one
No pending notices shall be countecj

year

TOTAL HISTORY POINTS
II. SFRIOUSNESS (either A or B)

NOTE: For assignrent of points in Parts II and III, the following
applies. Based on the facts supplied by the inspector, the Assessment
0fficer |tiIL determine within which catlgory the'violation falls.
Beginning at tlg mid-point of the categoiy, the A0 will adjust the points
up or downr utiiizing the inspectorrs ind-operator's statements as guiding
docunents.

Is this an Event (A) or Hindrance (B) violation? Event

A. Event Violations MAX 45 pTS

1 .

2 .

Ithat is the event which the violateo standard was designedto
prevent? Water pollution

Yilhat is the probaoility of the occumence of the event wnich a
violated standarcj was designed to prevent?

RANGL MID-POINT
0

L-4 2
5-9 7

IO-14 12
L5-29 17

ASSIGN PROBABILITY OF OCCURRENCE POINTS

OF
a

P0INTS Per inspector, seepage thru holes in a
Conside eberm has been occum

water ool



Page 2 of

t. l{ould or dio the damage or impact remain within the
exploration or permit area? No

RANGE MID-POINT
Witfrin Exp/Permit Area 0-7* 4
0utside Exp/Permit Area 8-25* L6*Jn assigning points, consj.der the duration and extent of
said damage or impact, in terms of area ano impact on the
public ol environment.

ASSIGN DAMAGE POINTS

B. Hindrance Violations MAX 25 pTS

1. Is this a potentiat or actuai hindrance to enforcenrent?

PR0vrDE AN EXPLANATTON 0F POTNTS Damage would extend o
inspector, Ij,ttie oamage has oceurffi

Potential hindrance
Actual hindrance

Assign points hraseci on the extent
violation.
PROVIDE AN EXPLANATION OF POINTS

RANGE MID-POINT

I-12 ,,,-- 7
L3-25 L9

to which enforcement is hindered by
ASSIGN HINtriANCE POINTS

the

II I . NEGLIGENCE

TOTAL SERTOTJSNESS POINTS (N oI B)

MAX }O PTS

A. bdas this an inadvertent violation which was unavoidable by the
exercise of reasonable care? rF s0 N0 NEGLTGENCE;
0R lrtJas this a failure of a permittee to prevent the occurrence of
a violation ciue to indifference, lack of diligence, or lack of
reasonable carer or the failure to abate any violation due to the
same? IF SU - NEGLIGENCE;
0R Was tnis violation the result of reckless, knowingr or
iNtCNtiONAI CONdUCt? IF SO GREATER DEGREE OF FAULT-iHNru
NEGLIGENUE.

No Negligence 0
Negligence I-15
Greater Degree of Fault L6-7t)

STATE DEGREE 0F NEGLIGHNCT Negligence _
. A5SIGN NEGLIGENCE POINTS 5

PROVIDE AN EXPLANATION IF POINTS Per in rator demonstrated lack
of reasonable care in construct

9

I"tID-POINT
I

23

too rock.
ano marn

tor
the berm. Constructeci o



Page 3 of 7

IV. GOOD FAITH MAX -2O PTS. (eitlrer A or B)

Did the operator have onsite the resources necessary to achieve
compliance of the violated standard within the permit area'J IF 50
-LASY ABATEl"trtlT
Easy Abatement Situation

Irnrnediate Compliance -il to -ZA*
(Inmeoiately fotlowing the issuance of the NOV)
Rapio Uompliance -I to -10*
(Permittee usecl dirigence to abate the vioration)
Normai Compliance 0
(Operator coniplied within the abaternent period required)

*Assign in upper or lower half of range depending on abatement
occurring in lst or 2nd half of abatement period.

B. Did the permittee not have the resources at hanci to achieve
compliance 0R does the situation require the submission of plans
pxlor to physical activity to achieve compliance? IF S0 -
DIFFICULT ABATEMENT SITUATION : . -

Difficult Abatement Situation
Rapid Compliance -11 to -ZA*
(Permittee useci cliligence to abate the violation)

.;'.' Normal Compliance -I to -10*
(Operator complied within the abatement periocj required)
Extended Compliance 0
(Perrnrttee took minimal actj-ons for abatement to stay within
the limits of the NOV ox the violateo standard, or the plan
submitted for abatement ''as incomprete)

EASY 0R DIFFICULT ABATEMINT? easy - ASSI6N G00D FAITH PgINTS 0

PR0VIDE ANt EXPLANATI0N 0F POINTS Abatement due November 8, 1984. Deadline
extenoed to Novenrirer 15, 19s4. Nmrnts thus recommended evenvn ev. r\.r,rJ r-rJ rrtJ ysrr|.rEr L) . Lyo4 . NO qOOO fa.l.m pomts th

ASSESSI€NT SUNtvtARy FOR Fr84-4-13-l #L

A.

V.

I. TOTAL HISTORY POINTS
II. TOTAL SERIOUSNESS POINTS

III. TOTAL NEGLIGEIvTjE POINTS
IV. TOTAL GOOD FA]TH POINTS

TOTAL ASSESSEIJ POINTS

TUTAL ASSLSSED FINE

9-T-
--r

ASSESSMENT DATE

X

May 5, 1985_ ASSESSMENT

73L}Q

PROPOSED ASSESSI,IENT

2A

FINAL ASSESSMTT'IT



COIIPANY/}4INL Co-Op Bear Canyon

PIRMIT Ii ACT/AL5/925

HISTORY I"IAX 25 PTS

A. Are there previous violations which
wtrich fall within i year of today I s

AS5ESSMENT []ATE 5-IU-S5 EFFECTIVE

Page I of 3

NOv #N84-4-L3-7

VIOLATIOhI OF

are not pending or vacated,
date?
ONE YEAR DATE 5.11-84

PREVIOU5 VIOLATIONS EFF.DATE PTS

I{ORKSHEET FOR ASSESSMENT ffi PEMLTIES
uTAh DIViSI0N 0F OIL, cAS AND MINIT'IG

I .

PRUVIOUS VIOLATIONS EFF.DATE PTS
N84-7-t-I tL-?3-84 I
f f iJ-Er
u6r-)-I-4 tf 5 6-29-84
ffi pffis

I point for each past violation, up to one year
5 points for each past violation in a COr up to one year
No pending notices shall be counted

TOTAL HISTORY POINTS 5
II. SERIOUSNESS (either A or ts)

N0TE: For assignment of points in Parts II and III, the following
applies. Based on the fabts supptied by the inspecf,or, the Assesiment
0f ficer will determine within wi'ricn catlgory the' violation falls.
Beginning at llg,mid-point of the categoiy, the A0 will adjust the points
up or downr utilizing the inspectorts ano-6peratorts statements as luidingciocuments.

Is this an Event (A) or Hincjrance (B) violation? event

A. Event Violations MAX 45 PTS

I .

2 .

|that is
prevent?

Wnat is
vioiated

the event which the violated
liater Pollution

standard Y{as designed to

the probabirity of the occurrence of the event which
standard was designed to prevent?

PROI]ABILITY
None
Insrgnificant
Unlikely
Likeiy
0ccurred

RANGE
0

L-4
5-9

lU-14
15-29

ASSIGI.I PROBABILITY

MID-POINT

2
7

L2
L7

ffi OOCURRENCE POINTS

PROVrDE AN EXPLANATTON 0F p0rNTs rn the option of tlre in
hau occurreo the amount of damage ant because.--_-__T

woulo have to seorrnent



PROV1DE AN
tirc inlet

Page 2 of

7. ltould or did the damage or impact remain within the
exploration or permit area'/ Yes _

RAhIGE MID-POINT
Within ExplPermit Area A-7* 4
0utsirJe Exp/Permit Area 8-25x 15*In assigning Sloints, consi.der the duration ano extent of
said damage or impact, in terms of area and impaet on the
pubiic or environment.

ASSIGN DAI'RGE P0INTS

EXPLANATITJN OF POIhITS did not occur even thou both
and outlet of the cuivert were b ocxed. Per

r rndV have occurreo
an I I tJerm.

'uli,

B. Hincirance Vrolations MIIX 25 PTS

l . Is this a potential or actual hindrance to enforcement?

RANGE ',,UrD-P0rNT

L-Lz 7
L7-25 L9

Potentiai hindrance
Actua1 hinorance

Assign points based on the extent to
vioia,tion.
PROVIDE AN EXPLANATION OF POINTS

whieh enforeement is hindereci by the
ASSIGN HINDRATICE PoINTS

I I I . NEGLIGENCE

No l-.legligence

H3:i3:"ffisree of
STATE DEGREE OF NEGLIGENCE

PROVIDE

TOTAL SERIOUSNESS POINTS (N oT B)

MAX }O PTS

2

A. Has this an inactvertent violation which rras unavoidable by the
exercise of reasonabre eare? rF s0 N0 NEGLTGENCE;
0R ltas this a faiiure of a permittee to prevent the occurrence of
a violation due to indifference, lack of-diligerrcer or Lack of
reasonable carer ox the failure to abate any viotation due to the
same? IF 50 - NEGLIGENCE;
0R lias tlris violation the result of reekless, knowing r or
iNtENtiONAi CONCJUCT? IF SO - GREATER DEGREE OF FAULr-iHNru
NEGLIGENUE.

0
1-r5

FauIt 15-10

t"llD-P0INT
I

27

AN EXPLANATION 0F POINTS It appears from inspector t s reports that
olriem couLd have been avoided uriththrs



Page 3 of 3

IV. GOOD FAITH l.,fllx -2A PTS. (either A or B)

A. llio the operator have onsite the resources necessary to achieve
compliance of the violated standard within the permit area? IF S0
-EASY ABATEMENT
Easy Abatement Situation

Irnmediate Compliance
( IrrneoiateJ-y following the
Rapid Conrpliance
(Permittee usecj diligence
Normal Compliance
(Operator complied within

-If to -2A*
issuance of the NOV)
-1 to -I0*

to abate the violation)
0

the abatement period required)
*Assign in upper or lower half of range depending on abatement
occuuing in lst or 2nci half of abatement period

Dio the permittee not have the resources at hand to achieve
compliance 0R does the situation require the submission of plans
prior to physical activity to achieve compliance? rF s0 -
DIFFICULT ABATEMENT SITUATION .

Difficult Abatement Situation
Rapio Compliance -11 to -Zg*
(Permittee usecJ diligence to abate the violation)
Normai Compliance -I to -I0*
(Operator complied within the abatement perioo required)
Extencied Compliance 0
(Permiitee took minimai actions for apatement to stay within
the limits of the NOV or the violated stanoard, or the plan
sulrrnitted for abatement rvas incomplete )

EASY OR DIFFIUULT ABATEMENT? easy ASSIGN GOOD FAITH POINTS -B

B .

PRuviDt AN EXPLANATION 0F P0INTS Even though _the culvert was clealed
irnrnedi?tely ,- the problem witil the di

. r  aext,ensron of tirne to clear t

V . ASSESS},IENT SUMMARY FOR

I. TOTAL HISTURY POINTS
II. TOTAL SERIOUSNESS POINTS

III. TOTAL NEGLIGENCE POINTS

:u. 
T0TAL G00D FArTH POTNTS

TOTAL ASSESSEIJ POINTS

TOTAL ASSESSET/ FINE

ASSESSMENT OATE May 10, 19.85 _ ASSESSMENT

$80

-4(;' f -
0FFICER Mike Earl

FA4-4-17-7, ll2

6
T_--E-

-8

73L1u

PRFOSED ASSESSMTNT FINAL ASSESSMENT



Page I of t

WORKSHEET FOR ASSESSI"ENT OF PENALTIES
UTAH DTVISI0N 0F OIL, GAS AND l4IliINc

0Ot,lPANY/MIlrE Co-0p Bear Canyon Nov ttN84-4-L7-7

PERMIT I} ACT/O}5 /OZ5

HISTORY MAX 25 PTS

A. Are there previous
which fail within 1

ASSESSMTNT DATt 5-1U-s5

violations which
year of today I s

IFFECTIVE

PTS
I

VIOLATIOI.i OF 3

I .

are not pending or vacated,
date?
O}'IE YEAR DATE 5-11-84

PREVIOUS VIOLATIONS EFF.DATE PTSPRIVIOUS VIOLATIONS EFF.DATE
N84-7-J-I LL-23_84
ffi E:85-
U6r-)-I-4 tit o-Z)-or+
cE7-5-3-L

K

I point for eacn past violation, up *to one year
5 points for each past violation in"b C0, up to
No pending notices shall be counted

TOTAL HISTORY POINTS

' ..

one year

6

NOTE: For assignment of points in Parts II and III, the following
applies - Based on the fgbts supplied by lrie inspector, the Assesinrent
Officer will determine within whicn catlgory the' viohtion falls.
Beginning at l$.m+d-pglnt of the categoiy, the A0 will adjust the points
!P or {tn ' utilizing' the inspector I s ;nd 6piiator, s statetents as buioingciocuments.

Is this an Event (A) or Hinorance (B) violation? event

II. SERIOUSNESS(either A or B)

A. Event Violations MAX 45 PTS

What is the event which the vioLateo stanoard was designed to
prevent? water pollution 

_ _

What is the probaoility of the occuxrerrce of the event which a
violateo standaro vlas designeo to prevent?

I .

2.

PROBABILITY
hione
Insignificant
l..ln1ikeIy
LikeIy
0ccurred

RANGL
0

1-4
5-9

10-14
L5-20

MID-POINT

2
7

L2
L7

ASSIGN PROBABILITY OF TJCCI.JRRENCE POINTS L'

PROVIDE AN
ttnt coai

EXPLANATI0N 0F P0INTS Flor-n ingpectors report it did not appear
fine stains were visiol@utiet. Howeverr there did

noE, seem reta



3.

Page 2 of 7

ftourd or did the ctamage or impact remain within the
exploration or perrnit area? No

IVIID-Pt}INT
4

L6
and extent of
impact on the

ASSIGN DAMAGE POINTS I8

AN EXPLANATIONOF POINTS

ftithin Exp/Permit Area 0-7*
0utside Exp/Permit Area B-25*-In assrgnrng points, consider the duration
saio oamage or impact, in terms of axea ano
pubric or environment.

the i
ctrons hao not rreen . Damaqe would extenci offsite acc

tor, secriment couLo have flusheci out into fisheries strearn.

B. Hincirance Violations MX 25 PTS

I . rs this a potential or actual hindrance to enforcement?

RANGE .'.},IID-POINT

PRUVIDE
time of

Potentiaf hindrance
Actuai hi-ndrance

Assign points based on the extent to
vioiation.
PROVIDE AN EXPLANATION OF POINTS

A I ruN 0F POTNTS Althouqh water vtas not flowinq at the
ction the duratio

L-L? 7
L3-25 L9

which enforcement is hindereo by the
AsSIGN HINDRANCE POINTS

TUTAL SERIOUSNESS POINTS (A oT ts)

[{AX fO PTS

3L

III. NEGLIGENCE

A. ltas this an inaovertent viotation which was unavoidable by the
exercise of reasonabre care? rF s0 N0 NEGLTGE|.ICE;
0R l{as this a failure of a permittee to prevent the'occuxrence of
a violation due to inoifference, lack of'diligencer or lack of
reasonable carer or the failure-to abate any viotation due to the
same? IF S0 NEGLIGENCE;
0R Was this violation the result of reckless, knowingr ox
iNtENtiONAI CONdUCI? IF SO GREATER DEGREE OF FAULT-fHNNI
NEULIGE}iCE.

No l'.legligence 0
Negligence I-15
Greater Degree of Fau1t L6-7O

STATE LEGREE 0F NEGLIGENCE Negligencu

MID-POIl'lT
I

23

PROVIDE AN
been done.

EXPLANATI0N 0F POINTS f{eekly sedimgnt, pond inspections haci not
0perator shoul4 be ful

shotrlo have Deen closeci.



Page 7 of 7

IV. GOOD FAITH tqAX -20 PTS. (either A or B)

tJio the operator have onsite the resources necessary to achieve
compliance of the vioLated standard within the permit area'i IF S0
-EASY IUTATEI,ENT
Easy ADatement Situation

Immeciiate Compliance -].]. to -2U*
( rnunecjiateiy forrowing the issuanee of the NOv )
Rapid Compliance -I to -I0*
(Permittee useo dirigence to abate the vioration)
Normai Compliance 0
(0perator complied within the abatement period required)

*Assign 
in upper or lower half of range depending on abatement

oceurring in lst or Znd half of abatement period.

Dicj tlre permittee not irave the resources at hand to achieve
compliance 0R does the situation require the submission of plans
p::g:^.qo_physical activity to achieve compliange? IF S0 -
DIFFICULT ABATEMENT SITUATION -

Difficult Abatement Situation
Rapid Compliance -11 to -20*
(Permittee used oiligence to abate the vioration)
Normai Oompliance -I to -10*
(Operator complieo within the abatement period required)
Extenoed Compliance 0
(Permittee took minimal actions for abatement to stay within
the iimits of the NOv or the violated standaro, or the plan
subndtted for abatement was incomplete)

DrFFrcuLT ABATEMENT? easy AssrcN G00D FArrH purNTS -zo

AN EXPLANATION OF POINTS Abatement Tequirecj closing a va1ve.

A .

B.

EASY OR

PROVIDT.
ADateo rmmeoratelv.

V . ASsEsS}4ENT SUMI"IARY FOR 1.i84-4-13-l ilV of 7

I. TOTAL HISTORY POINTS
II. TOTAL SLRIOUSNESS POINTS

III. TOTAL NEGLIGENCE POINTS
IV. TOTAL GOOD FAITH POINTS

6
T
T
ar

29

ASSESSMENT

TOTAL ASSESSeD POINTS

TOTAL ASSESSED FINE $ ueo

DATE lvlay. 10, 1985 ASSESSMENTOFFICER Mike Earl

73L1U

X PR(.jIJOSED ASSESSMEI,iT FINAL ASSESSI"IENT



Page

|{ORKSI-IEET FOR ASSESSMENT OF PENALTIES
trTAH DIVISION 0F OIL, GAS AND IV|INING

io fS

I-:UiPANY/MINE Uo-0p/Elear Creek Nov lt c84-7-I-1

PrhMrT # AcT/015 /A25 VIOLATION 1 OF

l . HISTORY MAX 25 PTS

A. Are there previous vioiations which are not pending or vacateo,
which fall within 1 year of todayrs cjate?

ASSISSMINT DATE 5/LA/85 EFFECTIVE OhIE YEAR DATE 5/LT/U

PREVIOUS VIOLATIONS EFF.DATE PREVIOUS VIOLATIONS EFF.DATE PTS
hl84-4-13-f PA 5-8-85N84-7-}-I LL-27-94- , ..:

uur-)-r-4 tt, 6-29-94
ffi pe.ndlirg

PT5
I-5

-T

NOTE: For assigrunent of points in Parts II and III, the following
applies. Based on the facts supplied by the inspector, the Asseslment
Officer will determine within which catbgory the' viohtlon fa1ls.
Ebginning at tlg mid-point of the categoiy,- the A0 will adjust the points
up or downr utllizing the inspector|s ind-6perator|s statelnents as luidingdocuments.

I point for each past violation, up to one year
5 points for each past violation in a C0, up to one year
No pending notices shall be counteo

TOTAL HISTORY POINTS
II. SERIOUSNESS (either A-or B)

Is this an Event (A) or Hj.norance (B) violation? Event

A. Event Violations MAX 45 pTs

What is the event which the violated stanciard rtas designeo to
prevent? Environmental Harm Damage to prope-rty

lihat is the prolrability of the occurrence of the event which a
violated standard rras designed to prevent?

1 .

2 .

PROtsABILITY
None
Insigniflcant
Unlikely
Likely
0ccurrecl

RHNGE MID-POINT
0

L-4 2
5-9 7

iu-14 L2
15-20 L7

ASSIGN PROBAB].LITY OF OCCURRENOE POINTS 15

PROVrDE AN EXPLANATT0N 0F pOrNTS per inspeetor, ndn+
i.r?undary ,may _caYge uJrexpectecl ,Oam

the resource nas ocC0ffi



Page 2 of

3. Yrould or ciid the cjamage or impact remain within the
exploration or permit, area,i No

RANGE MID-POINT
f'lithin Exp/perrnit fuea A-7x 4
0utsioe Exp/permit Area g-Zj* 16*In 

assigning points, consider the duration and extent of
said damage or impact, in terms of area and impact on the
pubiic or environnent.

ASSIGN DAMAGE POINTS E

PROVIDE
of about

AN EXPLANATION OF POTNTS The extent of damaqe includeo the minino
ittecj cI acres of un

on ourrdwater svstemale Eo Oe consicjered and axe unknovln.

b. Hindrance Vioiations MAX 25 PTS

rs this a potentiar or aetuar hindrance to enforcement?

RANGE . '.MID-POINT

l .

Potential hindrance
Actua1 hinurance

Assign points baseo on the extent
vrotation.
PROVIDE AN EXPLANATION OF POINTS

L-L2
L7-25

to which enforcement is hinderecj by the
ASSIGN HINDRANCE POINTS

7
I9

I I I . NEGLIGENCE

TOTAL SERIOUSNESS POI}iTS (A oT B)

MAX 30 PTS

78

A' lJas this an inacrvertent violation which ulas unavoidai-rle by theexerci.se of reasonaole care? rF s0 N0 NEGLTGENCE;0R lvas this a failure of a pe"mittee to-prEvent the occurrence ofa violation due to indifferbn"u, lack of diligence, oi-racx orreasonable^care, or the failure-to abate any iiotation due to thesame? IF S0 - NEGLIUENCE;
0R was this vioration the resurt of reckless, knowing, orintentional conduct? rF so-:-enEnrrn DEGREE 0F FAULT THANNEGLIGENCE.

No tregligence 0
." l.legligence I_I5

Greater Degree of Fault id_]0

MID-POINT
I

2t

srATE DEGREE 0F NEGLTGENCE Greater Degree of. Faurt

PROVIDEAN EXPLANATION OF POINTS
iole for only within

?gr ilspectol s.tatement, operator is.
the limits of the permi-ffire

eo rec ano assesseu as ault.
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IV. GOOD FAITH

A .

MAX -20 PTS. (either A or ts)

Dro the operator have onsite the resources necessary to achieve
compU.ance of the violated standard witlrin the permit area? IF S0
-EASY ABATET'4ENT

Did the permittee not have the resources at hand to achieve
compliance 0R does the situation require the sutrmission of plans
Ptlgl to physical activety to achieve complianee? rF s0 -
DIFFICULT ABATEMENT SITUATION

Difficult Abatement Situation
Rapid Compliance -I1 to -ZO*
(Perrnittee useo diligence to abate the violation)

_( Operator complied within the abatement period required )
Extendeo Compliance 0
(Pernrittee took minimal actlons for abatement to stay within
the limits of the NOV or the violated stanciard, or the plan
suondtteq for aoatement was ineomplete)

EASY OR DIFFICUI-T ABATEMENT? easy ASSIGNGOOD FAITH POINTS O

PROVIDE AN EXPLANATIUN
bounoary revrsion

OF
st

P0Il'lTS Per
was requ]-reo

torrs statement, a permit
n v \ . 4 v 9 9  A v l  L - v - a-
tn is warranted.

revlsl.on
tas recerves AucjusE No

ASSESSMENT SUMMARY FOR c84-7-1-r

B.

Easy Abatement Situation
Immeoiate Compliance
(Lmmeoratery following the
Rapid Uompliance
(Permittee useci diligence
Normal Compliance
(0perator complieo within

*Assign in upper or lower half
occurring in Ist or Znd half of

I. TOTAL H]STORY POINTS
II. TOTAL SERIOUSNESS POINTS

III. TOTAL NEGLIGENCE POINTS
IV. TOTAL GOOD FAITH POINTS

TOTAL ASSESSED POINTS

TOTAL ASSESSED FINE

-I1 to -20*
i.ssuance of the NOV )
-I to -I0*

to abate the violation)
0

the abatement period required)

of range depending on abatement
abatement period.

6
-------E-
-----T'-

74

V .

ASSESSMEhIT TJATE

X

Flay 8. 1985 ASSESSMTNT

73LJQ

PROPOSED ASSESSMENT FINAL ASSTSSMENT


